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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments witli respect to claims 21 , 27 and 31 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 21 is objected to because of the following informalities: line 8, add -- 
resulting ~ after "said received." 

Regarding claim 31 , the phrase "adapted to" in line 3 renders the claim indefinite 
because it is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed 
invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Claim 33 is objected to because of the following informalities: add - Intelligent 
Network / Customized Applications for Mobile network Enhanced Logic - before 
"IN/CAMEL". 

Appropriate corrections are required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the Invention was described In (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed In the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty In the English language. 
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Claims 21 , 24 - 27, 31, 32 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Mitts et al (US 6865262 B1, Mitts). 

Claim 21 : Mitts shows a method for determining rating data services in a 
communications network {abstract: calculation of advice of charge), comprising the steps 
of: 

accessing data associated with a service or a subscriber (col. 6 lines 44-52: AoC-l 
adapted to received changed parameter values... during a call. ..use the changed values; fig. 2: 
AoC-l); 

sending a rating request (e.g. service request: col. 6 lines 55 & 59; fig. 3: message 3- 
8; col. 7 lines 31-34: SCP-2 requests in messages 3-8), including said accessed data (e.g. 
message 3-3 in col. 6 line 65 - col. 7 line 3: message 3-3 loads price definition), to a 
distributed rating means (e.g. service control point 1 in fig. 2: SCP-1) for distributed rating 
based on distributed rating data related to said service or subscriber (col. 7 lines 30-34: 
price definition... calculation parameter values... to provide the service); 

receiving resulting rating data from said distributed rating means (col. 7 lines 44- 
45: SCP-2/EE receives the parameter values it requested in message 3-10); and, 

determining a rating value for charging said subscriber based on said received 
rating data (col. 7 lines 51-52: SCP-2 starts calculating the advice of charge); 

wherein said distributed rating means is operated by a service provider, content 
provider, or value added service provider (col. 5 lines 50-55: serving network SN... service 
provider interface 2; fig. 1 : SCP-1 = distributed rating means, SP = service provider); 
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wherein said rating request is sent from central rating means (SCP-2) operated by 
a networl< operator (col. 3 lines 41-44: SN {SCP-2) network operator, col. 7 lines 31-34: SCP-2 
requests in messages 3-8); and, 

wherein the service provider, content provider or value added service provider 
and the operator maintain and control separate domains (col. 3 lines 41-43: separates a 
service provider SP and a network operator; fig. 1 : SN = operator domain, SP = provider 
domain). 

Claim 27: Mitts shows a method for determining rating data for services in a 
communications network {abstract: calculation of advice of charge), comprising the steps 
of: 

receiving data associated with a service or subscriber from central rating means 
(fig. 2: AoC-l - Central Rating Means = SCP-2/EE); and, 

accessing and determining rating data for said service or subscriber based on 
distributed rating data related to said service or subscriber (e.g. message 3-3 in col. 6 line 
65 - col. 7 line 3: message 3-3 loads price definition) and on said received data for 
transmission to said central rating means (col. 7 lines 30-34: calculation parameter values... 
to provide the service; fig. 3: message 3-3 from SCP-1 to SCP-2y, 

wherein said distributed rating data is accessed and determined by distributed 
rating means (col. 6 line 66 - col. 7 line 3: SCP-1 loads price definition; fig. 2: SCP-1 - 
distributed rating means); 

wherein said distributed rating means is operated by a service provider, content 
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provider, or value added service provider (col. 5 lines 50-55: serving networl< SN... service 
provider interface 2; fig. 1 : SCP-1 = distributed rating means, SP = service provider); 

wherein said central rating means (SCP-2) is operated by a network operator (col. 
3 lines 41-44: SN {SCP-2) network operator, col. 7 lines 31-34: SCP-2 requests in messages 3- 
8); and, 

wherein the service provider content provider or value added service provider 
and the operator maintain and control separate domains (col. 3 lines 41-43: separates a 
service provider SP and a network operator; fig. 1 : SN = operator domain, SP = provider 
domain). 

Claim 31 : Mitts shows a distributed rating system for determining rating data for 
pre-paid services in a communications network {abstract: calculation of advice of charge), 
comprising: 

central rating means (fig. 1: SCP-2 as a service control point) including a computer 
apparatus (fig. 2: EE - execution environment) adapted to: 

access service data associated with a service or subscriber (col. 6 lines 44- 
52: AoC-l in SCP-2/EE adapted to received changed parameter values... during a call. ..use the 
changed values; fig. 2: AoC-l); 

send a rating request (e.g. service request: col. 6 lines 55 & 59; fig. 3: message 
3-8; col. 7 lines 31-34: SCP-2 requests in messages 3-8), including said accessed data (e.g. 
message 3-3 in col. 6 line 65 - col. 7 line 3: message 3-3 loads price definition), to a 
distributed rating means (e.g. service control point 1 in fig. 2: SCP-1) for distributed rating 
based on distributed rating data related to said service or subscriber (col. 7 lines 30-34: 
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price definition... calculation parameter values... to provide the service); 

receive resulting rating data from said distributed rating means (col. 7 lines 
44-45: SCP-2/EE receives the parameter values it requested in message 3-10); and 
determine a rating value for charging a pre-paid account of said subscriber based on 
said received rating data (col. 7 lines 51-66: SCP-2 starts calculating the advice of charge... 
charging prepaying subscribers); 

wherein said distributed rating means is operated by a service provider, 
content provider, or value added service provider (col. 5 lines 50-55: serving network SN... 
service provider interface 2; fig. 1: SCP-1 = distributed rating means, SP = service provider); 

wherein said central rating means is operated by a network operator (col. 3 
lines 41-44: SN {SCP-2) network operator, col. 7 lines 31-34: SCP-2 requests in messages 3-8); 
and, 

wherein the service provider, content provider or value added service 
provider and the operator maintain and control separate domains (col. 3 lines 41-43: 
separates a service provider SP and a network operator; fig. 1 : SN = operator domain, SP = 
provider domain). 

Claim 24: Mitts further teaches the step of determining pre-rating data (col. 7 lines 
1-3: loads price definition; col. 7 lines 30-34: calculation parameter) before the step of 
sending said data request (col. 7 lines 30-34: SCP-2 requests in message 3-8... calculation 
parameter values). 
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Claim 25: Mitts further teaches the step of determining final-rating (col. 7 lines 57- 
65: messages 3-13 & 14 advice of charge when call has ended) data before the step of 
charging said account (col. 7 lines 45-50: send the possibly charging parameter value). 

Claim 26: Mitts further teaches wherein said rating value is determined based on 
said pre-rating data (col. 7 lines 1-3: loads price definition; col. 7 lines 30-34: calculation 
parameter), distributed rating data from said distributing means (col. 7 lines 44-48: 
parameter stored in 3-1 1 in SCP-2, the distributing means), and final-rating data (col. 7 lines 
57-65: messages 3-13 & 14 advice of charge when call has ended). 

Claim 32: Mitts further teaches that the distributing rating system is a mobile 
communication system (col. 2 lines 60-66: Global System for Mobile Communication GSM). 

Claim 36: Mitts further discloses resulting rating data is in cost per time unit or 
data volume, per event, per content, a set of tariff data including cost, duration/volume, 
time/volume interval or a specific scaling factor (col. 6 lines 23-25 & 45-47: advice of charge 
= price/second data). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mitts et 
al (US 6865262 B1 , Mitts) in view of Granberg (US 6195543 B1). 

Claim 33: Mitts discloses the claimed invention yet does not specifically mention 
the system is an IN/CAMEL system. Granberg teaches an advice of charge system 
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using IN/CAMEL (col. 4 line 10: CAMEL/IN; col. 7 lines 13-20 & 53-54: Intelligent Network 
IN... CAMEL, subscribes to a IN (CAMEL) based service). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art when the invention was created to modify the system of Mitts 
to incorporate IN/CAMEL since both utilize advice of charge system and the advantage 
of IN/CAMEL is well-known for effective roaming by allowing no-prefix dialing or 
seamless MMS message access from abroad in the art of communication. 

Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mitts et 
al (US 6865262 B1 , Mitts) in view of Martin et al (US 5909485 A, Martin). 

Claim 35: Mitts discloses the distributed rating system yet not very expressively 
mentioned that it is an electronic commerce/payment service. Martin teaches an 
electronic commerce/payment service [for a telephone calls prepayment service] (col. 2 lines 
30-35). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art when the invention 
was created to incorporate electronic commerce/payment service as taught by Martin to 
the distributed system of Mitts to allow convenient bill paying online and avoid unpaid 
calls (col. 1 lines 9-12). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Gnesda et al, US 2002/0072333 Al : billing a call according to a measured QoS 
level afforded by the call and specified in a SLA 
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Titus et al, US 7428510 B2: prepaid short messaging method wherein it is 
determined if a subscriber has enough account balance to deliver a complete short 
message 

Wu, US 2003/0050041 Al : prepaid wireless remote access service wherein 
charge rates are monitored and prepaid account are updated based on different 
coverage areas 

Lowe et al, US 6539082 B1 : centralized billing system 
Lundstrom, WO 01/1 1859 Al : tariff determination in a mobile network 
Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, this action is made FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Xavier Wong whose telephone number is 571 .270.1780. 
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The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:30 am - 6:00 pm 
(EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Seema Rao can be reached on 571 .272.3174. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 .273.8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866.217.9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800.786.9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 .272.1000. 

/Xavier Szewai Wong/ 
x.s.w 

10'^ December 2008 
/Ian N. Moore/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2416 



